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believed in their sincerity; foreign statesmen and the press, while paying perfunctory homage to the nobility of the tsar's sentiments, made no secret of the fact that they regarded the Russian proposal as devoid of practical significance and designed to serve some sinister, selfish purpose. The time chosen for launching the disarmament move, moreover, was singularly inopportune. Muravev and Kuropatkin, the minister of war, sent abroad to canvass for the support of European governments, arrived in Paris in the midst of the Fashoda crisis which brought France and England to the brink of war. Russia's own devotion to the cause of peace was open to doubt. St. Petersburg had then only recently embarked on a policy of aggression in China. Kuropatkin argued in a report to the tsar (November 23, 1898) that general disarmament was not practicable until certain conditions had been fulfilled: partition of Austria-Hungary; Russian occupation of the Bos-phorus; restoration of Alsace and Lorraine to France and, as compensation to Germany, the annexation by that country of Austria's German provinces. This program, it will readily be seen, was not conducive to universal peace. A Russian circular note of December 30, 1898r a watered-down version of that of August 12, while received with ill concealed hostility, nevertheless led to the convocation of the first peace conference held at The Hague in May and June, 1899, and attended by twenty European Powers, the United States, Mexico, Japan, China, Siam, and Persia. The amended Russian disarmament proposal—temporary "freezing" of armed forces and of appropriations for armaments—was defeated, but the conference agreed on rules of warfare and established a permanent court of arbitration. The second and last Hague conference, summoned on the initiative of the Russian government in 1907, dealt with kindred problems of international law which have little bearing on Russian history and need not be discussed here. A boon to international lawyers, the Russian 1898 proposal proved futile and sterile as a step towards peace and disarmament; similar efforts in the interval between the First World War and the second were equally barren of practical results.
say that I liked him, for I thought his bragging and bluster not only foolish out shockingly vulgar when compared with the gentlemanly restraint of the Japanese. Moreover, he struck me as a very selfish man, totally without high ideals/7 Quoted in Edward H. Zabriskie, American-Russian Rivalry in the Far East, 1895-1924 (University of Pennsylvania Press, Philadelphia, 1946} t p. 129.

